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Chapter 1, PROGRAM DESCRIPTION 

New York City School 1975 -> 76 

The evaluation of the bilingual program for the Monroe 
High School in the Bronx took place within the context of the major 
fiscal and budgetary crisis of New York City, The dimensions of this 
crisis were broader than the schools in New York City and State, 

The Bilingual Program was designed to offer bilingual 
instructional and supportive services to ninth through twelfth grade 
high school students under funding from Title VII in the period from 
September, 1975 through June, 1976, The geographical area of the 
activity is the South Bronx and the specific site is located in James 
Monroe Higli School, 

The target population consists of approximately 250 

r 

Spanish-speaking boys and girls, who were provided instruction in 
a bilingual curriculum consisting of native language and English as 
a second language instruction, . 

As of September, 1974, fifty-eight percent of the students 
at James Monroe High School had Hispanic surnames. Of these students, 
over 300 were identified as needing bilingual assistance to overcome 
the impediments incurred as a result of their language handicap 
This was identified by a New York City Board of Education survey as 
the highest concentration of students needing bilingual assistance 
in the Bronx, ' 

7' ■ - — 6 



The target 'population has a dropout rate in excess of 
fifty percent. Nearly all of these non-English spea>:.ing students 
are of low socio-economic status. Many of these students and their 
families are ineligible for and/or unav/are of the various social and 
laedical services available to their families. As a result, the group 
is characterized by high absenteeism. 

The program was designed to provide a model for replication 
by other high schools with similar problems. It was intented to be 
distinctive in two ways: 

1. It was to geitXniizie ^se of existing tax levy and teaching personnel. 

2. TitJe VII funding was to be used only to proAdde supportive services 
for the program and for unique instructional resources. The teaching 
components for Social Studies, Math and Science were to be supported 
from tax levy funds . 

The program was organized 'in a bilingual mini -school in 
which non-English speaking pupils were offered academic, non-academic 
and skill subjects in their native language (Spanish). In addition 
these students were given extensive instruction in English (ESL 
component). To reinforce the instruction, the bilingual students 

^simultaneously took other required courses with English speaking 
pupils. Additional"* y , the program^ offered a bilingual career orient- 
ation course and business skill subjects, so that :he bilingual students 
vill qualify for eutry level positions and further career training. ThP 
program als9 offers bilingual pupils extra-curricular activities such 

■ as films, museum viisits, plays, speakers, and student drana as a means cf 
reinforqing their cultural heritage, while simultaneously introducing 



The Bilingual program provided classroom personnel as 
follows: three content area specialists and two family assistants. 
In support of these personnel were one counselor and one assistant 
coordinator all working under the supervision of a project director, 
with the assistance of a hi) gual secretary. 

Additional personnel, other than Title VII funded, consisted 
of one ESL teacher (Title I), three teachers and one counselor funded 
by tax levy. 

In 1975-76 the opening of the school year was plagued with.. . 
a series of new reversals. A series of cutbacks in teaching staff 
and materials had impact upon the .program. Contract negotiation led 
to a teacher strike whicli delayed the opening of schools for five 
days. As a result of these considerations and other events through- 
out the school year, there were many repercussions of the fiscal and 
budgetary crisis. There were a number of changes of staff and 
program during the school year 1975-76. The tax levy elements of 
the program were hard hit by the fiscal and budget crunch. Some of 
the program consequences from the austerity program led to fewer 
licensed bilingual teachers and a delay iii teaching and evaluation __ 
-and reorganization of the bilingual program in line with remairing 
resources. It was in this socio-economic context that the program 
was carried out. 

The revised program objectives for the Monroe High School 
Bilingual Program were as follows: . . 

Prpgrain Objective #1 ? To increase the basic language 
skills in the expressive and receptive areas at least one level on 
the Puerto Rican scale of language fluency.* 
-8 ^ — 

*also called NeW York City Language Fluency Seal 



Program Objective #2 : To improve the Spanish-dominant 
pupils rcaiiin^ ability level in English to a statistically, significant 
degree. - ' 

Program Objective ff3 : To improve the reading ability of 
"Hispanic pupils in the Spanish language to a statistically significant 
degree. 

Program Objective if 4 : To Increase the awareness and know- 
ledge of Hispanic pupils in their cultural heritage and pride in their 
ethnic background. 

. ^< 

Program Ob ject ive //5 : To develop a positive self-concept 
and attitude tbward learning in language-handicapped pupils. 

Prooraiu Ob jective {16: To improve the percentage of 
attendOTce of participati .g pupils.' 

Program Objectiv e frj : To increase the number of bilingual 
pupils_ who.pfciss reguldir school subjects in: (a) mathematics, (h), social 
studiies, and (c) science, ^ 

Program Objectiv e #8: To assess the processes used iu the 
project, and to observe the discrepancy between plans and the actual 
operation . . 



C3aapterII.* EVALUATION OBJECTIVES AND PROCEDURES 

Evalug,tion Objectives ' 

^ The eS^aluation objectives are parallel to the respective 

, program objectives for the Bilingual Program of J^es Monroe High School. 
They may be listed precisely as follows: 

Objective 1 . To determine if there' was a statistical significant 
improvement of Spanish speaking students in' their ability to speak English. 
It was expected that 75 -percent of the Bilingual program students will gain 
at least one '^cale rating . in both» the expressive and, receptive modes when 
post test results of the New Yofk City Language Fluency Scale are submitted 
to analysis. The. treatment group consists of all Title VII pupils receiv^.ng 
instruction in English as a Second Language (ESL) in the Bilingual Program. 

Objective 2 . , To determine if the Spanish speaking students 
demonstrated a statistical significant improvement in reading achieve- ' ' 
ment in English. It was expected that the mean posttest. ir^ading §core 
achieved by the treatment group will surp^s their pretest score at 
the .05 level of statistical significance when results of the Stanford 
Achievement Test in Reading are submitted to analysis with a tt-^test 'for 

■ — .A 

correlated groups. The treatment group consists of ail Title VII pupils. 

Obj ective 3 . To determine if there was s;fatistically significant 
improvement in Spapish speaking students reading in Spanish. It was 
expected that the mean posttest reading score> achieved by the treat- 
ment group will sui^aSs their pretest score a.t the .05 level of 
statistical significance when results of the Cooperative Inter -American 
Series Reading Comprehension ' X^st are submitted to\ analysis with a t^ 
test for correlated groups. The treatment consists of all Title VII 
pupils receiving subject matter instruction in their native language 
(Spanish) . .10 . ' 



Objective 4 ,^ To determine if the participants in tl\e prograjn 
demonstrate significant gain \n their knowledge of ethnic heritage. 
It was expected that the mean pottest ethnic heritage and culture 
score Achieved by 60" percent the treatment group will surpass their 
pretest score when results of a project developed instrument were submitted 
to analysis with a t^ test for correlated groups at the ,05 level of 
statistical significance. The treatment grou> consists of all Title VII 

pupils receiving bilingueil instruction. 

Objective 5 . To^^termine if the participants showed statistical 

significant improvement attitudes toward self and school. It was expected 
that (A) the mean posttest self esteem scores and (B) mean posttest school 
attitudes scores achieved by the Bilingual group will surpass their pretest 
score at the ,05 level of statistical significance when results were 
submitted to analysis with a t_ te^st for correlated groups. The treatment 
group consists of all Title VII pupils^ receiving bilingual instruction* 

Objective 6 , To determine if the at tendance rate for the 
participants in' the Bilingual program u'as higher than the students in. the 
regular program of ^the school. It was expecte'd that the rate of attendance 
achieved by th^e. Bilingual group would surpass overall rate of attendance 
for the regular school students at the -,05 level of statistical significance 
Vttien pupil attendance results were submitted to analysis with a t^ test for 
percentage difference for uncorrelated groups, ^ 

... Objective 7 , To detennine if students in the Bilingual program 

attained achievement in .school subjects of (A) Mathematics . (B) Social 
Studies, and (C) Sciencdr . at or above the standard est ablished for the 
.subjects, ' It was expected that a least sixty percent of the treatment 
group attained at least^^the criterion level set for p'^assing subject content' 
when post test results of teacher-made final examination in (A) Mathematics, 
(B) Social Studies, and (C) Science were submitted to analysis, JL 1 
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Objective 8 . To determine how the program operations coTnpaxed 
with program description. To assess the processess used in the project, 
and to report on the gaps between plans and operation. Among topics to be 
included are: bilingual philosophy and methodology, affective education, 
use of performance objectives, the extent of staff in jservice training and 
curriculum development. 

The evaluator O' .erved program operation activity, conducted 
interviews, and examined pertinent records to determine the extent of 
congruence between program proposal specifications and the actual 
implementation of the program; these data are included summarily in the 
final evaluation report. ^. , 



' .. . " . ■ ■ - ■ ■ u 
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Table # i. 



Overall Summary of Objectives, Testing Insti^iments , Test Dates, Target Groups 
Number For Bilingual Program for Monroe High School 



Objective 
Improvement of 


Testing 
^Instrument 


Pre-^ 
Test 


Post ^ 
Test 


Targ3t Groups 
'Tested 


Number 

Pre- 

Tested 


1 Oral English 


New York City 

Puerto Rican Language 

Fluency Scales A § B 


Oct 


June 


All Title VII 
V Students 




2 Reading in 
English 


Stanford Acliieve- 
ment Test 
Primary I or II 


Oct 


June 


All Title VII 
Students • 


250 


' 3 Reading in 
Spanish 


Cooperative. Inter- 
American Tests' 
LCES-4/or 2NLA 


Oct 


June 


All Title VII 
Students 


250 


4 Kn ol^/ 'If^ Ao f> n-P 
Ethnic Culture 


rroj ect -De ve loped 
Examination 


Dec 


.June 


All Title VII 
Students 


253 


5A Self-image - 

■ ^ 


Project translated 
into Spanish of 
GopDer smith Saale 


Nov 


June 


All Title VIL 
Students 


222 


SB Attitude toward 
Sdiool end 
Education 


Project translated 
^into Spanish of ^ 
Rivera ttitude 
Scales 


Nov 


June 


^ All Title VII 


222 


6 . Attendance 


Bilingual vs. Regular 
Program Students 
Attendance Records 




June 


All Title VII 
Students 




7 Sphool Subjects 

Mathematics 

Social Studies 
Science 


Teacher-made' final - 
exams ; , 

A) General Math § 
Algebra 

B) Social Studies 

C) General Science 
S Biolocy 




June 

June 
June j 


i 





ERIC 
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Methods of Analysis 

The design stipulated the use of a series of statistical 
procedures for the analysis. These included: (1] the con vl 
t_ test between pre- and posttests with a level of significance o^ 
.OS; for (2) the t_ test of differences between percentage or proportior.s 
comparing the Bilingual Program results with schoolwide norms; 
(3) the Wilcoxon Sign test of significance of differences between pre-- and 
posttest ratings on the language rating scale; (4) compare the 
percentage distribution of the attendance rates in terms of 
percent of attendance rate for the Bilingual Program end the 
school as a whole. A summary of the types of statistical tests for 
each respective objective are depicted in Table #2 , 

In addition, informal methods of assessment were used 
by the evaluator individual interviews, observations, and analysis 
of records and documents of tiie Bilingual Program. 
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Table #2 

Objectives, Tests, and Statistical Analyses for ; ^ jchool Bilingual Program 



Objective 
Improvement of 


Testing ^-^ 
Instruments Used 


Analysis Used 


1 Oral English 


New York City 

Puerto Rican ^Language 

Fluency Scales A § B 


Wile ox on 
Sign Ranks 


2 Reading in 
English 


Stanford Achieve- 
ment Test 
Primary I or II 


Correlated 
T Test 


3 Reading in 
Spanish 


Cooperative Inter- 
American Tests 
LCES-4/or 2NLA 


Correlated 
T Test 


4 Knowledge of 
Ethnic Culture 


Project-Developed - 
'Examination 


Percent Passing Final 
and Correlated T Test 


5A Self-image 


Project translated 
into Spanish 
COPPERSMITH Scale 


Correlated 
' T Test 


SB Attitude toward 
Scliool and 
Education 


Two Scales 
Project translated 
into Spanish of 
Rivera attitude Scales 


Correlated 
T Test 


6^^ Attendance 


Bilingual vs. Regular 

Prograjn Students 

Attendance Records • 


T Test for 
- Difference 
in Percent 


7 School subjects 

Mathematics 

Social Studies 
Science 


Te acher-made fin al 
exams: 

A) General Math § . 
Algebra 

B) Social Studies 

C) General Science 
§ Biology 


Distribution & Analysis of 
Percent Pass Final Exam 
in line Standard Criterion 

n II II 
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Chapter III FINDINGS 

There were eight evaluation objectives in this study of 
the Bilingual Program at Monroe High School in Bronx, New York for 
the sdiool year 1975-76. The results are reported in this section 
for each respective evaluation objective as stated in the evaluation 
design. 

Objective 1 

It was expected that at least seventy-five percent of 
the entire treatment group would improve at least one scale 
rating in both the expressive and receptive modes when post test 
results of the New York City Language Fluency Scale* were submitted 
to analysis. The t'reatment group were of all Title VII pupils 
receiving instruction in Englif: as a Second L nrairi-e (ESL) . 

Ta 3. 

xJLv,-.^on Sign Test of Signific ,e for Students : Monroe High Schoo. 
for Ability to Speak Engli:^.: ew York Language Fluency ^ Scales A 5 







Students * 


Results on Pre 


-Post Ratings 






Gain of One 


Loss of One 


Remained on 






or More 


or More 


the Same 


Scale 


N ' 


Levels 


Levels 


Level 


A 


262^ ' 


223 


3 


36 


B 


262 


215 


2 


45 ^ ~ 



For Scale A for the 2:o2 students who weri^ rated in pre-test 
Sc A, ojiiy three dec in - posttest while 223 gained one or 

levels. Sum of positive :5 25^67.5 and sum of negative ranks 

^ S2> 

*also kno\^ as Puerto Rican Scale of Language Fluenc>^. 
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was equal to 282-5 and the obtained Wilcoxon Sign R was -12-73 
which was significant at the .05 level. Of the twenty students 
who pre-tested at lowest score of ''F" on Scale A, eighteen ot 
81 percent gained two or more scale levels by the end of the semester. 

For Scale B the results for the 262 responses to pre- and 
post-testing ratings for Scale B, the R for ^ jxon Sign Test was 
-12.576 which was significant at the .05 level. The sum of positive 
ranks equal to 2345, while the negative ranks were 168'. Of the 262 
students 215 or 82 percent gained one or more levels while only two 
students declined one or more level Of "he 45 students who were 



rated on the lowest level of Scal^ 
percent gained two or more levels 
depicted in the previous Table, I- 
attained, since in ratings for both : :a 
to be less than -^ne Tabled R which 
English the difference between the 
gain- 



: pre-test-» 22 or. 48-8 
st-test. The re'.ults are 
: that the objective was 
.:he obtained R was found 
:hat in ability to speak 
/ post-test shbwed significant 
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Objective 2 

It was expected that the mean post test reading score achieved 
by the treatment group would sv^rpass their pretest score at the .05 
level of statistical significance when results of the Stanford. 
Achievement Test in Reading (Level II and III Form A and B) were submitted 
to analysis with a t test for correlated groups . The treatment group 
consisted of . all Title VII pupils. 

The mean pretest grade equivalent score on the Stanford Reading 

Achievement Test for the Bilingual students was 2,58 \and the mean post test 

grade equivalent score was 3.02 vith a difference of 0.44 between means 

The standard deviations was .64^ the sum of differences was 91,83 and the 

square of the sum of differencei, was 8432.7.- The correlated t^ test was 

13.52 for 205 degrees of freedom-and was significant at the .05 level. 

Table U. - 

Test of. Significance for High Sdaool Bilingual Program's Spanish 
Dominant^tudents in Stanford Achievement Test in English 

N Pretest ^fean Posttest Mean — 
206^ 2.5789 3.0247 91.83 8432,7 -13,52239 



^ Of the 250 students pre teste^d, 206 also conipleted valid post test 
are are reported in this analysis. 
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Objective 3 

It was expected that the mean post tejt reading score achieved 
by the treatment group would surpass their pretest score at the .05 j 
level of statistical significance when results of the Cooperative Inter-"^x 
American Series Reading Comprehension Test were submitted to analysis 
with a t_ test for correlated gi*oups . The treatment group consisted of 
all Title VII pupils receiving subject matter ins-^Tniction in their 
native language (Spanish]. 

For the 212 students who completed the pre-- and posttests on 
the Inter-American' Preiiba de Lectura (flJES and CES] , the mean was 28,259 ^or 
the pretest, ana zne posxtiest izean vas39'^6.The simi of differences was 
2376 and the sum o£ the square of differences 46786 with the standard 
deviation of 14.855. The correlated T test: of 16,696 with 211 df 
^as significant at the .05 level with the twr-^tail test." 

Table 5- 

Test of Significance for Monroe High Sdiool Bilingual Program's 
Spanish Dominant Students Reading in Spanish 



N Pretest ^5ean 


Posttest Meaii 




=D i.- = 


212* 28.259 


39.467^ . 


2376 


46786 16.696 



^ Of the 250 stuc v-.~5 vhc ccciple-Ded the pre-tes"^, 212 students 
ccnipleted valid pest tez^ : and are reported in these findings • 
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Objective 4 

To incrcctse tlio av/areness and knowledge of Hispanic pupils in 
their cultural heritage and pride in their ethnic background. 
— - it was expected that the mean posttest ethnic heritage .,and 
culture score achieved by the treatment group ^sould surpass ih^M.r ^ 

.OS ]l: a i>t ..uistical significance Khen results of a 
project dc /eloped instrument K'ere submitted to r.nalysis , with a t tost for 
correlated groups. The ::re"ti:.:,nt group consif^cd of all Title VII pupils 
receiving bilingual instruction, ^ 

Of the 233 vho took the pre.-test, 103 students corapletea 
valid post tests and are included in the anal^'sis of results on 
the prcjcct developed test of Hispanic culture. ^ The nican^ 
pretest was 71 .2 and the mean post test score v.as 79,2 witn a difference 
of 8.04. The sum of the square of the differences 43,125 and the standard 
deviation was 14.399. Tlie T test was 9.689 whi was significant at the - 
.05 level for 207 degrees of freedom. Of the 2C3 students, 181 or 
eighty-seven percent attained posttest final exam scores that were at 
or above the standard for par:~ing. 



" . Table 6 • 

Test of Significance for Knowledge of Hispanic Culture /Spanish 
Dominant Students Monroe^ High Sclioo! Bilingual Program 



N • 


Pretest f-i^an 


Posttest Mean 




■ — ■> — 




208" 


71.2 


7-J ..2 


1676 


43125 


9.689 



^ or the 2z3 vho ' : the pre-tc 't, scn:e complc-.ed valid jzt 
tests c.i tr.c llinpani'c C ^ure, 
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Objective 5 

It was expected that the mean posttest self-esteem and school 
attitudes score acliieved by the Bilingual students the: 
^ nest score at the .05 level o£ statistical sigj. . ..-c. nee whe:. results* 
of a pi^j ,:t translated instruments were submitted to analysis ith a t^ 
test for cz^rrelated groups. The treatment grou:, consists of al^^ 
Title VII yupils receiving bilingual instructic. » 

*Tie Coopersmith test for self esteem was used. Of the 222 
students n the Bilingual p^'ograiTi \rho completed "^^he pre-test, 197 completers 
both tlie ^ and posttest. Tlie mean for the pi^j-tests was 34,25 and 
th,e post:: 3t meaii score was 54,9. TJie sum of differences was 128 and 
the sum r : square of differences Was 8430 wi'th a standard deviation of 
6,54. T : t-test score of 1,39.7 which, .jqjs not significant at the .0.5 
level wi-:h 196 degrees of freedom. 

Table 7 ' 

Test "^f Significa^ice for Self Este'em Test in Spar.ish Dominant 
Studcr '.s on Coopersirith Scale at Monroe High School Bilingual 
Prograjii 



N Pretest Mean 


Posttest Mean 






t 


197* 34.25 


34.90 


128 


8430 


1.597 



he 222 students vho ccnip'leted the pre test, sor:e 19T vere 



used - <yne ana2.ysis a' >.'lth valid post tes 
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Attitude Toward School-Scale I 

The Rivera School Attitude Scale wa a. 3ne scale me..sures 

attitudes toward school and the other toward education. The result^ 
showed that the bilingual students generally have very positive atti- 
tudes toward school and education as measured on these scales. Of the 
196 students^who-completed the tests, the mean pretest score was 87.76 
and the. mean posttest score was 94.86 with a difference of 7.097. The 
sum of squares of differences was 75,725 and the standard deviation 
was 19.655, with a t-Test of 5.406- which was significant, at .05 level 
for 195 df. To give an idea of the highly positive attitudes expressed 
by the students there were 129 of the 196 students, or 65.8 percent , 
who scored 90 or above on the pretest ratings and 81 or 41 percent 
who scored 100. 

^ . • ,. . 

Attitude Toward Education-Sc.ale II * 

The results of the 194 students^'^ho completed the Rivera School 
Afetitude Scale TI on Education revealed a mean pretest score of 81^96 
and a mean posttest . score of 90.489 with difference between means of 
8.5200. The sum of differences was 1^53 and the sum of the square of 
differences was 57^17 with a standard, deviation o,f 22.37, and a T-test 
score of 5.7217 which was significant at the -Cf'level for 193 c„ . 

The attitudes of BiH^g^^l ^ ^°Si^sm students toward education 
were .not as high as school attitudes on Scale I, but they were still 
high.' Of 194 who completed Scale II, 97 c • fifty percent started the 
pretest with a score of 90 or higher, while 47 or 24 percent rated their 
attitudes toward education at the 100 percent level of the scalar. 



• *0f the 222 -/no ccnpleted the pre-test , 196 students conpleted 
valid post-tests for Scale I 

•^^Of the 222 pupils who coapleted the pre test, 19^ students couplet' 
- ed valid post tests for Scale II-. no ■ ' 
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jtable 8 

Correlated T Test of Significance for School Attitude in Spanish 
Dominant Students Monroe High School Bilingual Program 



i 



N 


Scale 


■ , ■ - - ,. ■ .1 — 

Pretest ^Jean 


Posttest Mean 






t_ 


196 


I 


87.76 > 


•94.86 


1,391 


75 , 72b 


5.406 


194 


II 


81.96 ■ \ 


90.489 


1,653 


97,117 


5.721 



Objective 6 i 

It was expected that- thp rate of attendance achieved by the 
treatment: group would surpass the. comparison group at the .05 level of 
statistical significance when pupil attendance results were submitted 
to analysis with a^r_ test for percentage difference for uncorrelated 
groups. The treatnent group consisted of all Title VII participants 
in the program. The comparison gjroup consisted of all .pupils in the 
school. The aim vas to find put xt students in the Bilingual Program had a 
higher daily attendance rate than: the rate established for the entire 
student body at Monroe High School , The special' nature of the Bilingual 
Program was expectei to provide ^kdded incentives to students for 
attending school. I- was expected that the program holding power wou.ld 
be reflected in terzs of better daily attendance in the Bilingual Program 
than in the regular program. 



The assessment of the attendance was based upon school records 
for attendaace pertaining to students in the Bilingual Program as well as 
those within the regular program. The procedures used included the 
attendance, fox the students in the Bilingual Program during the fiKt 
five grading periods and the attendance for the student body as a whole 
during the first five grading periods (Septe.mber 1974 - May 1975). 

A review of attendance records revealed that the attendance 
cjritexia was exceeded by the students in the BilijigUEil Program. The 
results are depicted in Table #9. and clearly show the objective was 
achieved. A detailed analysis of results showed the outstkidi^g attendan 
record for the various subgroups in the Bilingual Pijogram, 

Using the 165 days of school attendance for the nine-month 
period as a basis, a summary of number^of days present and days absent 
for each student in* the Bilingual Program was collected and the data 
were analyzed. ^ ^ » 
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It wals reported that the mean percent of those present 
for the scl)pal year 1975-76 for Monroe High School students in the 
regular program was 65 percent. The mean percent presf^nt for the 

school year 1975-76 for the Bilingual Program students was 83 percent 

' ■ ■ \ • " ^ . ■ • 

which was higher than the school mean. The ditffersnce in mean 

attendance was between the bilingual and regular program students 

vijdLZ 18 percent. A test for the significance of the differences between 

percent of uncorrelated program groups was made. The z score was 5.16 

Which was significant beyond the .05 level with a two tail test. 

" t Table 9 

Monroe High School Attendance of Students from Bilingual Program 
and Students for Regular Program v / 



Bilingual Program- 
N Pei:cent Present - N 


Regular Program 
Percent Present 


Difference 


z 

Score 


240 83 3200 


65 ^ 


18 . 


5.16 



= ■ Table 10 : 

Distribution of Students and School Attendance Monroe High School 

Number of 

Bilingual 
Percent " Program 
Present Students' ■ 

95-100 ' 46 

90-94 - . 58 • • 



85-89 49 

80-84 , 18 
74-79 ■ ■ 8 

70-74 " 17 

65-69 5 

60-64 ' 9 

55-59. .:' . 8 

50-5ii 4 

45-50 "6 
40-45 . 1^ 

35-40. 2 
30-35 , .4 

Below 30 ' 2 



Objective 7 

It was expected that -at least 60 percent of the Bilingual 
Program students will attain at least the criterion level of a score 
of 65 or higher set for passing in the te ache r-made final examinations 
in (A) Mathematics; (B)- Social Studies and (C) Sciences when tlie data 
were, analyzed. 

Objective 7 (A) Mathematics — Algebra, Geometry, and General Mathematics 

It was expected that at least 60 percent the the Bilingual 
Program students would attain at least the criterion level set .for passing 
subject content in Mathematics^ when posttest .i^esul'ts of teacher-ntad6 final 
examinaiions were" submitted to analysis/ The -results- for students who* 
took Algebra showed that of the 100 students tested... in January, 50 passed the 
final ex ami nations^ with a score of 65 or 'higher, .which was less than the 
criterion of 60 percent. In June 52 students took Algebra final examinations 
and 27 passed. or 52 percent which is less than the criterion of 60 percent* 
For results see Table^ 11 to. follow. 

> • / ' . ' 



. Tab^e 11 ' ^ 

Distribution oof Final Examination Scores in Algebra-1 for Students 
in the Bilingual Program at Monroe High School for January 

Students 

' Final in . 
Examination Bi lingual 
Score Program 



100-95' 


14 


95-90 


2 


90-85 


7 


85-80 


6 


80-75 


3 


75-70 


2 


■ 70-65' 


16 


Below- 65 ' 


50 


Total 


100 



Two studefits did, however, take and pass geometry with scores 
of 87 and 68. In teims of the results of students from the Bilingual 
Program in Algebra, it is clear that the crit.erion of 60 percent passing 
was 'not achieved'^ 

Table l2 

Distribution of Final Examination Scores in Algebra-2 for 
. Students in the Bilingual Program. at Monroe High School for 
• ^ June . 

to ' ■ , 

Students 
Final . in 
Examination, . ■ Bilingual 
Score Program . 



100-95 3 

95-90 2 

90-85 5 

85-80 ' 1 

80-75 7 

75-70 1 
70-65 

Bejlow 65 25 

Total 5 2 



8 / 
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Objective 7 ff) General Mathematics 

It was expected that least 60 percent of the Bilingual 

Program students would attain at least the criterion lev^jl set for 

passing subject content in General Mathematics when posttest results 

of teacher-madie final examinations were submitted to analysis. The 

results for the 75 students from the Bilingual Program who took the 

final examinations in January were analyzed and showed that 45 students 

or 60 percent passed with a score of 65 or higher, while 30 or 40 percent 

did not pass the final examination in General Mathematics, In June of 

the 40 students who completed the final examinations, 23 passe'd or 58 

percent with a score of 65 or higher. The distribution of students 

final examination scores for January and June are depicted on Tables 

13 and 14 to follow. Since 60 percent did pass the final examination 

in January, and 58 percent passed in June it may be said that the 

objective in part was attained in General Mathematics for the students 

in the Bilingual Program, 

. ' Table 13' 

Distribution of Final Examination Scores in January 1976 in GeneraK 
Mathematics for Monroe High School Bilingual Program 

. • • \ ' 

Final Examination Stug.ents in 

Scores Bilingual. Program 



Between 9 5 and- 10 Ci.^. _ 


10 


oO and 9. 5 


4 


85 and 90; 


10 


80 and 8 5 


• 4 


75.an4 80. 


7 


• 70 and 75 


3 


65 and 70 


* 7 


Below 65 




Total 





28 
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Table i4 

Distribution of June 1976 Final Examination Scores in General 
Mathematics for Students in the Bilingual Progrw at Monroe 
High Sdiool 

Students 

Final in 

Examination Biling^-:al 

Score Pro_gTaia , 

100-95 0 

9?^ . 3 

90 85 4 
85- 8 Q 3 
80^75- 7 
T5-T0. 3 - 

70-6-5 . 3 

Below 65 17 
Total 40 

Objective 7 (B) Social Studies 

. It was expected that at least sixty percent of the treatment 

group would attain at least the criterion level set for passing subject 

content when posttest results of teacher-made final examinations in 

S.ocial Studies were submitted to analysis, 

The courses in Social Studies included American Studies, 

Eastei^i Civilization,. Ecopomics and for some students the Citywide 

Examination in Social Stifdies given in January and June were .analyzed. 

The results for the social studies courses examinations for Januafy"~for 

51 students indicate that 32 passed or 6? percent at or above the 

criterion level score of 65, The results for- 78^ students who took ^ 

•v. 

examinations in June revealed that 48 passed or 62 percent and of the 
25 who took the Citywide examinations in Social Studies 18 .students jor 
72 percent passed; This means that the obiective for Social Studies 
for uhe students fr the Bilingual is attained. For. a 

distribution of test scores in Social i s see Tables 15 and 16 to 

follow. .29 
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Distri" • of Fin::1 z: -r. :n Score . Stud; s for 

Studen. tiie Bil:. gv.. m at Mon j.. .b liool i . Januar 



StudevAt's 

"nal in 

xamin .:ion Bilir. nal 

c ore Prog: 



00-95 0 

95-90 . , 

90-85 1 
85-80 

80 - 75 3 

75-70 10 

70-65 11 

Below 65 .19 

Total , 51 



Table 16 

I ■ ■ ■ 

Distribution of Final Examination -Scores in Social Studies for. 
lontoe High School Bilingual— Program - June 1976 



Final Exagj^g^^icn 



Between 95 

V ■ DO 
. • . 85' 
' 80 



and 100: 
and 95 - . 
and 90: 



and 85- 

JI5_and 80: 
70 and" 75 : 
65 and 70: 
Below 65 



Total 



Students in 
Bilingual P^'ogreia 



/ 



1 
1 

3- 
7- 
'12 
8 
lo 
30 
78 



30 



ERIC 



26 



Objective 7 (C) Science 

It was expected that 
group would attain at lea.^t th 
content when posttest results oi 
Science were submitted to analysi 
The results for each se^ 
from the Bilingual Program in Gene 
In January from 39 students, 10 
in June, of 38 students who took Ge, 
63 percent passed the final examir 
distribution of results are depict 

table 

Distribution of Final Examiner- 
for Monroe High School Bilinguc 

Final Examination Score 



y percent of the tre:, . 
vel set for passing i:ur ct 
«e final examination? in 

:1 examinations for students 
" :e courses are to folio- 
25 percent passed, whi^ 
' i race courses 24 students or 
s General Science. The 
:; les 17 18 to follow. 



'cores in General Science 
Tram - January 



idents in Bilingual rrogram 



Between 95 and 100 
90 and 95, 
85 and 90 
80 and •85 
75 and 80 
70 and 75 
65 and 70 
Below 65 



Total 



,9 
39 



Table 

Distribution of Final Examinations f-cres in General Science 
for Monroe High School. Bilingu,: ! F: :gram in Jijne 

Final Examination. Score Students in Bilingml Program 



Between 95 and 100 
90 and 95. 
85. and 90 
80 and 85 
75 and 80 
•^0 and 75 
. and 70 
lielow 65 

Total 



1 

2 

2 

7 



Q1 
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The results for 56 students in Bic-ogy class from the Bilingu.. 
Program in January that 26 cr 46^ percent pas.ed the final examinations. 
In June of the 76 students who took Biology fin'al examinations some 38 
students, or 50 p^^rcent passed. The results for the school year were 
for 132 students m Biology who took final examinations, some 64 studer 
or 48 percent passed Biology final examinations. This figure was below 
the . criterion of ')0 percent established for this objective, and therefore 
the objective was not attained. for Biology in the Bilingual Program, 
The results are depicted in the Tables 19 and 20 to follow. 

. Table 19 

Distribution of Final Examination Scores in Biology for Students 
at the Bilingual Program at Wonroe High School - January 1976 

Students ~" 
Final in 
Examination Bilingual 
Score • . Program ^ 

100-95 .0 

95-90 1 

9G-85 2 

85--80 6 

SC-75 ^3 

75-70 > ,6 

70-65 8 , 

Below 65 30 

Total 56 

... 

Table 20 . 

Mstributi:3i of Final Exar-inations Scores in Biology for Monroe 
High School Bilingual Program in June 1976 



Final Examination Score Students in Bilingual Program 

.Between 95 and 100: " , 2 

90 and 95. ' .0 

85 and 90 : ' , 2 • 

80 and 85. .3 

75 aitd 80: 4 

70 and 75 . 4 

65 and 70: ,. 23 

Below 65 38 

Total 76 



The overall . 5 for Objective 7 m )ol £::b. : of ,- 

CO Mathema'cics, [B) Soc:a: Studies, and (C) cie: s fox e .ilingual 
Prograni incicateJ that on: ,n S - :ial Studios did e stui . attain 
t^e criterion level of six pe-' .-it or more passi on t -^^1 . 
c:-::aJiiinatio: 5. Fifty perce: or z-e students did attain e pasiing score 
in final examinations in A:, abr'i and General Mathematics or the year, 
and in General Science and Molrigy fpr tile Spring Smeater. Scares fnr 
General Science were lowest in January when only 25 percent of those 
tested passed. IVhi.le performance of the students from tha Bilingual 
Program was not at the sixty percent level of the criterion, it did 
attain the 50 percent level in all bu- the General Science and the Biology 
test results in January, h .wever, /hen cne considers students semester^ 
test scores anot:-er patter: emerged. 



The Director of the Bilirgiial Prorram questioned the use of 
the final examination score as the sole- crir^rion of achievement of 
objectives and suggested th^t the -chool ser-^ster test scores be used 
to augment the dat a'^frmTinaT- examinations foxJ^bjectiye 7. ^ 

In order to provide some compare? driia from the overall 
test scores for each subjec- were compared --1th .'^ - final examination 
results. In this way the -^s overall perfrrmance fcr the school 

year was compared with the fina- examination tesr score. ..-alysis of the 
data showed that the overall school semester scores were higher than the 
final examination scores in all subjects except Algebra . In General 
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oc. mrison • -ina. ition Mean Sccr-. th Total Test Score 

:;e for Se ster : r ral Mathemati". ^ebra. Social Studies, 
3i: .ogy, ar. '3ener: . J:;::, r^.ces for Januar . ;i - June 1976' 



'., ol 
L_ ect 



Fi::;- 
Jar.- 



-:i_::ation 
June 



■rir- :er Totcl Test Scores 
anuary Jui''e 



ral 

.amatics 
-bra 



6C 
5L 



58 
48 



70 
46 



85 
71 



Sc .:_al ■ 
Sc_iies 

Bioi.ogy 



1*8 



62 

50 



84 



62 

90.5 



Gene ral 
Science 



25 



63 



90 



100 



Mathematics, Ser.c^uer scores . 70 and 35 perc_nt. Algebra was 71 percent 
in June with only 4c - cent passir g during the shorter Fall Semester. "^^^ 
results in Social Stu:::_-rd were "2 pe— cent and : 2 percent passing. In 
Biology the results ere 84 and 90. perc^-. vhich was considerably 
higher than the fine. c.:ajnir.::.-ion r-^isul*. - leneral Science, again 

ths school seme. ■:er . - j:re_ were much hi jr. r : an the final examination, 
scoris with 90 -ii'- i:" r rx-nt passing reported. 

. , ■ . / 

: _ The resulr^ i r schctl semei: .-r meiEir: scores, for 

Genera,! Scie. were for tie — zs frm the Bilingual 

Pro.'rran than '^ere th- semerr.-r . me:- sec:— of 72- percent 

attained by she students m General Science in - :e regular program. • < 
With the exception of one 3ej::iester cf Algehra, of the results" 

for school ■^ 3tal t-s^. - were accv- pas^v ']\crr- re?- 'ts 
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Ob; -ctive 8 . To determine how tne prr 'rnr: operations compared 
with pr gram ;-escription . To assess the process i^s used in the project:, 
ar.d to report on the gaps between plans and ope: :i Among topics to be 
include, are: bilingual philosophy and meth do. ry .ffective e ::cation. 
use of nerforraance obiecti 'cs, t::5 extent o st servicr: t air.ing anc 

airri culun, ve 1 opment . 

The evaluator c ved program operatic^ actiAdty, conducted 
interviews, ^id examined ertinent records to determine the extent of 
congruence between prograr proposal 5pecificiticr_. and the '^.::t:-L3.1 
implementation o£ the pro;:ram; zhese data are i:. .-^uded s jmm- ril/ in 
this report. ^ • 

Comparisons are reported in terns of e::..xnt majcir pr-- 
gran conponents, as foliovs:. (i) Context c:: the p-ogram, (2) ^^hilosrrh;/ 
(3) Curriculum. Development, C4) St . if Dj . r ^opment , (5) Testing ar.i 
Evaluation, (6) Number of tu..en::s Tested i ) Parents and Community 
Involver.ant, (8) Student Developments 



Context of the Bilingual Prrz: 

The physical locaricn rf : ^ Bil -gual 'rogram within Monroe 
High Scnool operated fror. an annex , c. bl::::k fron: the main, building, 
will be noted the prograni sr^rf \:oxkec tov/ard integration within the 
larger school throughout: the year. ' At the end of the school year the 
Bilingual Program office --^3 shi^fted back into the main buildin;< ^ o a 
wing of the fifth floor. Tie , ex looat i / tUu p.-^jy^r-- i 1 : " . • 



C -J 



and many classrooms, and offices had the advantage of se— i-^g as a 'Tbome 
base" for students in the prograjn. The shift to the raair r wilding will 
ftirther integrate the Bilingual Program within the mainstrc zjn of the main 
program of the school. 

It should be noted that the 191^-'^o ;chool year har 
been a year of major fiscial crisis for Nev Ior> City. The liupact 
of the;fiscal crisis va.s felt all programs Vithin Ne^ Yor;.. City 
Schools. The special effects of the fiscal ci ^ f -^r Eilir^guir 1 
Programs included personnel shifts and the del-^ ir the openi: ;^ 
of the school year. One result -ras a shorter ^chcol year especially 
for Fall Semester. 1975-76. Sone of the ether .fects f t-^ 
larger fiscal crisis have been noted elsewhere thi^ repor-t. 

Philosophy cf .the Bilingual Progran 

. On the basis of^i^tervicw:^ with the director and key staff, 
and an cxaminatior. of materials rt-:^:^rds, one ir.ay conclude that the 
Bilingual Program at Monroe if* Cch:;ol has an organic hun:anist: : 
philosophy of Bilingual education. .;iis outlook is central to thc^ entire 
range of curriculum and work of the teac;.jrs in the prograr. 
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The outlook serves to guide tK-^i program.' It prpvides 
co-curricula experiences within the school ^nd field trips that link 
the students' home aod school ^experiences , link the school and larger ' 
city experiences, link student's own personal affective domain with / 
larger cultural heritage and the events from the larger community. /' 
Learning is viewed functionally. It brings together art and music / in the 
learning as well as the cognitive areas. Although there was no direct^ 
separate course on ethnic heritage and school attitude, these factors 
were pertinent in the program> The scores on measures showed attitude 
changed over the course of thb school year. (See Objectives 4 and 5), 
The co-curricula emphasis of the program provided a central focus for 
many of the coir=:on . ctivities Jfor the students in the program. They 
included the Bilinrual Program Newsletter (bx-monthly) , vocational 
guidance through gu3st speakers and visits to and from agencies 
in the comrauniry. C jectives from English anci Spanish language. Science 
and Social Stu::ies courses were an integral part of field trips. 

The organic ■ .functional view of the 'curriculum in the 

I . ■ 

Bilingiial. Program led to draving upon objectives from En.glish 
Science and Social Studi^es in connection with the many-, field trips^ 
These trips included the following: New York"Ex^erience" , Mugeum 
of American Indians, Museum' of the City of Hew York, Circle Liner . 
Tour- around Manha: ■. ^r. "^land and then on to Bear 1 Mountain. Other 
trips were to Radio City Music Hall, New York Uni^ersl'ty, ASPIRA 

•(College Fair) -Montefior Hospital (Health Center)! Greenwi'^h Village. 
The trips included visits, to agencies, offices ank job sites. The art / 
and music provided included Hispanic Ballet, 5als^ Festival, Jose / 7 
Coronado-Ballejt night and the City-Wide Bicentennial. 
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Curriculum Development ' " ^ , ' 

During the school year the staff developed bilingual curriculum" 

in beneral Science, Biological Science^' Indoor' Gardening, Media and ESL, 

Spanish version of IBM keypunch course, Spanish version of Accounting 

Workbook,^ and translation of^many materials into Spanish for use in the 

program. In addition the Newsletter was produced. on a bi-monthly basis 

with three special Newsletter reports to. parents for each marking period. 

Curriculum work included reorganizing and conversion of ESL courses into 

tax levy pattern and the development of ESL levels 4, 5 and 6. This 

provides a sample of the range of curriculum development that tcKDk place. 

<■ • „ ' ' ■ 

Staff Development * . 

There were many events that contributed to staff development 
during the school year. It was expected that the link with universities' 
would be increased for the faculty/ one student teacher was . 

placed within the program in Business and Office Skills from Lehamn 
College of CUNY during the Fall semester, but the link with the universities " 
did not develop. Manhattanville College provides Bilingual IBM key punch 
courses and efforts were made to develop an avenue for graduates to attend. 
T>, staff took courses at Hunter College, New School for Social Research, 
'and New York University. ^ 

An. important effort was made during the school year to integrate 
the Bilingual Program staff with the mainstream or regular program faculty. 
.This was sal'ient at a time when, anti-Bilingual teacher feelings were being 
expressed in other programs. In October, at a faculty meeting, the Bilingual 
Program presented a skit and then engaged in a„discussion-on seme of the acre 
controversial aspects of the Jilingual Program. This effort to openly 




discuss^^Jae program improved the situation and was rated as a "success'' 
by over 80 percent of the faculty in . an evaluation sheet used as a 
follow up. The action hy the Bilingual Program to communicate directly 
with the larger faculty may have been one of the critical events in 
integrating the faculty. Another consideration at Monroe High School 
was that Bilingual Program staff faculty were drawn from existing 
personnel within the school with the exception of Science (Bilingual) 
and the project secretary. / 

Special staff meetings for the Bilingual Program were held 
monthly and more* as necessary. Topics^includedj; Title VII and the 

■•Program, college orientation planning.^planning Pan American Day, planning 
field trips, planning parents advisory meetings, planning various musical 

.and cultural events, guidance services and vocational plans, testing and 
evaluation schedule curriculum development .review, and program planning 
for 1976-77. , 

The staff attended a number of professional meetings and 
conferences during the year incliading the Rochester ESL.and Bilingual 
Coordinators meeting. New York City Bilingual office meetings and the 
five ESL meetings held during the year. -Faculty meetings on Title VII 
were held on a regular /basis . « \ 

Testing Program and Evaluation 

The overall testing program^ used within the sr.hool is largei " 
than the special testing required by jdie; evaluation There were about 
~slx arid one half hours of pre and post testing required for the evaluation 
That amount of testing required organization, scheduling and time of the 



the part of not only teachers but the stude/its themselves. There 
developed^ to some ^ex ten ^a saturation vith tests and an anti-test 
bias developed among the students. Sorr^e seemed to give up and turn 
off to the test so that the staff expressed concern that some of the \ 
tests did not re: set the learning nor the potential of the students - 
tested. This cc. cem over the me tak^n for testing within the program 
has not led to an abandonment cf nesting, but a search for alternatives. 
As noted elsewhere in this repor the Director, of the Bilingual 
program stated her ^reservations ::out the standard or criterion of 
60 percent rather than the 50 per snt of the group as passing in course. 
Further, the Director raised que^cion about the use o£ final examination 
in the evaluation rather than fir semester test scores -as she had 
proposed. As a compromise, -his evaluation has included both sets of 
data. Lastly, the evaluation had included in addition to, cognitive tests, 
tests in the-^ff^ctive domain and attitude tests, since these were vital 
to the philosopliy of the program (See Objective 4 and 5). The testing 
program was carried out- with efficiency, care, and a tremendous amount 
of work, some balance between the significant areas to be assessed and 
the reasonable amount of time. 

Number of Students Tested 

1)32, students in the Bilingual Program vere tested. The 
variation of. the number of students tested for the various objjectives . 
in the evaluation may be explained in a number of ways. First the 
teachers were able to rate each child in English speaking ability on 
the basis of direct knowledge of the students CObjective .1). therr;fore, 
the full' number of students'xn the "Bilingual .Program ^'^^^ tested. ^ 
Some tests were found to be incomplete or invalid, but m:cre than 75 
percent of the students in the program vere tested in reading tests, in 



Engli^sh (Objective 2) and Spanish (Objective 3). I The school placed 

main emphasis upon English as a second language. The number of 

students who took each of the various academic school subjects in 

Mathematics, Social Studies, and Sciences varied in line with their 

respective performance and scheduling. Students were scheduled for 

two ESL classes and with other required courses- fewer students were ^ 

scheduled, into the academic subject areas and the-relfore the number 

of students tested was based upon the smaller enrollment into 

these classes. It was reported to the evaluator that 30 students ^ 

dropped froa the program over" the school year. The. reasons for 

withdrawal from, the program were as follows; marriage, pregnancy, 

moving, relocation due to fires. Some of the students shifted to' 

the high school equivalency program for youth with full tine Jobs. 

The specific data loss for each objective is cited on pa^es 13-17. 

■ ■ ■ . • ^ 

Parents and Cqmmunity Involvement . ^ 

The Bilingual Progaxm provided a number of ways ^or parent 

and community involvement in the school year. A parents advisory 

r 

- ^ ■ J 

board met on a regular monthly ba'^i^ with more meetings as heeded- these 

/ 

njeetings npt only reviewed the substance of the^ Bilingual Program 
proposal^, but aided directly and indirectly ii> planning an^ carrying 
out various school functions, community : vents, fietd trips, parents 
nights (four open school meetings), plu;. Ballefnight and CoJL lege 
Orientation night meetings. This year parents and--studej^^s aided in 
tlie development 6f a Student Scholarship ^^^^ Parents aided in 
contacting agencies, arranging for speakers, and arranging field trips. 
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Student Development 

Tl\e students in the Bilingual Program at Monroe High .School 
participated directly in the program aiid through various Studeat activities 
♦.Krt c/sUrxrx1 nt 1 o-rn A DiirTncr the vokr thov WQTQ active in student 4 



organization, they conductecj Cake Sales' for tiie Student Welfare Fund, and 
Scholarst^ip Fund, -and 'other evsnts. Students aided in planning various 
events of the school year including, the Dominican Musical Shows, Pan. 
American Day, Bicentennial Sing, College Orientation Day, and Graduation 
(about; 2S students from the Bilingual Program graduated). The school <• 
Soccer team members were predominately students 'from Bilingual Program. 



/ 
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IV. SUMMARY OF MAJOR FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Findings Summarized 

There were eight objectives to the evaluation of the Bilingual 

Program at Monroe High School- The findings for each objective will ^be 

. • ' ' ». 

listed in summary fashion along with brief discussion to be followed .by 

conclusions and recommertdationsV- — ' 

Objective 1 . To determine if the Spanish speaking students 

m the Bilingual Program showed, significant improvement in ability to 

speak and to understand English. Results showed chat a significant 

number of students showed gain of on-e or more levels in the rating used 

and therefore one; may infer that the objective was achieved. 

Objective 2 . To assess changes in readiiig English for the 

Spanish speaking students in the Bilingual Program. The results showed 

that the students in the Bilingual Program did not show significant gains 

'/ * " * . 

'r 

in their reading i^i English during the School year as . measured by the 
Stanford Achievement Test in reading; Tlie objective of gain, in .reading 
in English was not achieved by the students this year.,.. \ 

Objective 3 . To determine if the Spanish speaking stud^ents 
showed significant improvement in their reading in Spanish. Results 
showed that the students did show significant improvement in reading 
Spi^nish. The mpj .otive was achieved. 

Objective 4 . To increase the awareness and knowledge of 
Hispanic pupils in their cultural heritage and pride in their ethnic 
background. The results showed that the students did increase . ^ 
significantly in their knowledge of their cultural hei^itage during 
the school year. The objective was achieved. 



Objective 5 . To determine if students showed statistical 
significant imp2X)vement in their attitudes toward self and toward school. 

The results on the self esteem test showed significant improvement between 

i 

the beginning and, end of school. In addition the two measures of attitude 
toward school and attitude toward education, did show a significant gain 
between the begirning an4.^end of the school year. The objective' was 
attaiied. The scores were remarkably hdgh or very positive ratings given 
by the students in the Bilingual Program. 

' Objective' 6 . To find cut if the attendance rate of students 
in the Bilingual Program v^s higher than' the students in th? regular ;■ 
program' at the scliool . Results ''showed that the students in the 
Bilingual ProgalfiTciraStiave ailsignificantly better r^^cord of attendance 
than the students in the regular school . The objective \vas obtained. 

Objective 7 . In the Bilingual Program, students were expected 
to attain achievement in regular school sub jects (A) Mathematics , 
(B) Social Studies, and (C) Science at or above the standard established 

of sixty percent for passing these subjects. 

■ The results for General Mathematics final examinations 
were below the established criterion. In January, 25 percent of the students 
passed, while in June 63 percent passed. The objective was not' attained. 

In Algebra, the results tor January showed that 50 percent 
passeS^ which was below the criterion and in June 52 percent of the 
students passed the Algebra final examination and "City^vide Examination. 
These results / showed that the objective was not achieved. 

.. ' " 44 ■ 
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• In Social Studies the results of the students from the 
Bilingual Program'in Social Studies were more encouraging. In January 
63 percent of the students attained passing stores on the final exaininatidn 
while in^June, 62 percent of the students passed the firiai examination." These 
results were above the criterion of sixty percent for passing and it is 
clear the objective was achieved for Social Studi'-- in the Bilingual 
Program, 

■ ■ * • ■ . • . ■■ ' , > 

In Sciences the students from the ^ Bilingual Program took a v. 

number of different types of General Science courses. Of those^ tested, 

25 percent passed cheir- final examinations in January and 63 percent 

passed in June. One may say that the objective was not entirely achieved 

in Gene>*al Science. ( ' ' . ' 

In Biology courses, there were 46 percent who passed in January 
and 50 percent who passed in June. The criterion of sixty percent was not 
attained and so the objective was not achieved. * 

Objective 8 , To determine how the program operations compared 
with the program description. The evaluator assessed the Bilingual- 
Program so as to determine gaps between the program as described and as 
actually carried out and studied the various processes used in program 
operation. The evidence indicated that, the program operations did carry 
out the major program elements as described. 

The program goals as described in the proposal include a 
number of basic components that go beyond the specified evaluation* 
objectives. The evaluator observed program activity, conducted interviews, 
and examined pertinent records to determine the extent of congruence 
between prograjn proposal specifications and actual implementation of the 
program. 
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Conclusions 



On the basis of the findi.ngs from tl\is evaluation it is possible 
to describe a number of conclusions that emerge di.rectly from tho findings. 

The Bilingual Program at Monroe High School developed its major 
objectives within the context of th6 larger social, economic, and- fiscal 
crisis of New* York City in 1975-76. The effects of the major crisis were 
felt in texras* of delays in opening of the school year, shifts in staff 
patteitis, and reassignment of various personnel, with resulting difficulties 
fox the overall curriculum. 

Nonetheless, there were major accomplishments evident in the 
work and progress cf the Bilingual Frogram and Monroe High School.' The 
accomplishments may , be viewed in dcz^ relative and in absolute terms. . In 
terms of the evaluation objectives, there was evidence that the students 
gained in language development in both Spanish .and in English. There was 
evidence that t/ne students gained^ in^the self esteem, and in their attitudes 
^toward school (and education rand in their knowledge of their ethnic 
aeritage. the students showed that the Bilingual Program, had greater meaning t 
them ."by their bettex attendance record than the students in the regular 
school . 

Some of the 'gains in terms of progresss in language and know- 
ledge about culture and social studies jwere offset by the relaitive gains- 
in other arejas that were less than the program and evaO.ua- 
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tion objectives specified. While the students showed gain in read- 
ing in English, in Mathematics, and in Sciences, these gains were 
modest and were not statistically significant in line with criteria 
established for the evaluation. .Some of the reasons for the per- 
^ formance on the tests used may be attributed to the tests themselves 
but the program itself must accept the results as a challenge to 
the staff next year and strive to improve results • When the results 
of students ' perfonnance on final ex"1na'tions wer.e compared with 
studer. -s' school year total test scores ^tr.e Bilingual Program stu- 
dents were above th. criterion acceptable cor passing. 

It is clear f om rhe evidence gath-red during this evaluation 
that the Bilingual Prc^gram of Monroe High School has a clear philo- 
sophy of Bilingual Education that pervades its operation and plan- 
ning of experiences. Xhe philosophy infuses the work not only in 
. tfie ,, classroom with students, but the field trips, the relationship 
with the larger regular school program and the faculty reiation-- 
ships. Bjit philosophy alone, is no guarantee for pupil performance 
and the students in\the Bilingual Program havfe a long v/ay to go 
in arriving at grade level norms for a number of area^ of study. 

On the basis of the evaluation conducted, it was apparent 
t^hat some of the staff and students developed a negative reaction 

to the extensive formal testing. There were some indications in 
this evaluation that sQmfii of the testing periods extended /over long 
periods of time and were conducted in very large groups in order to 
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complete the battery of tests. In these situations the program 
and the studer^ts were penalized, since under such circumstances 
neither, their actual knowledge nor their potential would be assessed. 
The entire testing program was carried out with cooperation and 
efficient administration and' prcducea excellent results. 

In relation to the Of f ice of Educational Evaluation, the 
Director of tb Bilingual Program raised a cuestion about the change 
recommended by the Jff ice of Educational Ev-luation from progran 
o jectives with speciaJ. attention to "Passiag gr. - to evaluation 

objectives shift tc passing final examinatlrns (Obj ec'tive ' /A7) and 

'■■ ■ i ■ ■ ■ 

tr.e recommendation :. shift away from the arfective domain objectives, 
i.e. (//5) Self Esteem an- School Attitude. The Director resisted 
since thejr were central to the ^philosophy of the Bilingual Program. *i:-iere 
are valid reasons for /the positions taken by the Office of Educational 
Evaluation as well slsI the Bilingual Program. 



* This evaluation has included both final examinations and total 
semester test scores. 
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Reconnnendations • 

The recommendations made for the Bilingual Program of 
Monroe High School are based upon the fiizdings of the evaluation ^ 
during the school year 1975-76. These recommendations pertain 
to the evidence gathered directly for each of the evaluation 
objectives and the broader goals of the program assessed during the ^ 
school year. These recommendations have special relevance to the 
current operations and have implications for next yearns biiingua:l 
program. 

It is recommended that the philosophy of bilingueuL Program 
'at Monroe High School with its emphasis' upon the organic and 
humanistic elements be continued. The program has given attention 
to the affective domain this year. It is not necessary to include as 
many tiests'in the evaluation as were used in 1975-76.- The attitude 
measures" used in the evaluation for 1975-76 were useful but r^-^rnaps 
they may be omitted next year. The scores of students showed that 
their attitudes were very positive, toward" school , ^ut their gains 
were not significant. It is possible to keep the assumptions of the 
philosophy of the Bilingual Program without testing every assumption 
in* the evaluation. 

It is clear that *v:here. have been major gains by the Bilingual 
Program within Monro'e High School during. 1975-76 while operating within 
the annex building. Next year the program will operate from the fifth 
floor of the main building. It is recommended that the shift into the 
main building be used as an opportunity for further integration of, the 
Bilingual Program with the 'regular or mainstream program of Monroe 
High School. The implications of this recommendation include curriculum 
as well 'as staff development and student involvement from both programs 
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The Bilingual Program constitutes to spme exterit parallel : ystemV 
within Monroe High^ School. : ' 

■ • • . ■ ^ V : i 

It is reconiinended that the inservice staff training give some 
attention to the uses of test results for diagnostic and prescriptive 
teaching purposes. In addition^ it is- recommended that the teachars 
would benefit from knowledge of' normative based testing as well as 
criterion reference testing. More than knowing how to give dif feitent 
tests, it is important to know how to use test results informallyj J^or 
more effective instruction. , ! 

It is, recommended that care should be taken to balance the 

I, 

continual assessment and th6 amount of actual class time taken for^; 
the testing. The conditions of testing students should br rrxsi:^: ent 
with the type 'of test and not mass testing far beyond the endxirance of 
the pupils. It is recommended that the student be given practice in 
the format of each type of standardized test ased, prior to actual test 
•situation (wit^iout using actual items from the tests). The anti-test 
reaction that developed may have been in part d.ue to unf amiliarity with 
the form of test items and the responses required. 

It is recommended that special instrtictional efforts be made in 
the Ipall semester 19j€ to concentrate, on pupil performance.. In, 1975 » 
the performance record was weakest during tlie Fall semester. Some ^ \ 
explanations were given for performanc^ in terms of the shbrter school 
semester that was due to the fiscal crisis and the delay ^in school opening, 
but special attention could be given to. the- Fall semester ^up^l performance 

It is recommended that the Bilingual Program for Monroe High School 
be funded for the school year 1976-77, on the basis of the evidence 
reviewed in this evaluation. «. 



